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sought, and the petitioner’s argument in 
favor of relief. 

Eastern Maine Railway; FRA Waiver 
Petition No. FRA–2003–15011 

Eastern Maine Railway (EMRY), 
located in St. John, New Brunswick, 
Canada, seeks a permanent waiver of 
compliance from 49 CFR 241.7(c), 
United States Locational Requirements 
for Dispatching of United States Rail 
Operations, to allow the continuation of 
Canadian dispatching of that part of 
Mattawamkeag Subdivision located in 
the United States extending between 
Vanceboro, Maine, and Brownville 
Junction, Maine, approximately 99 
miles, as defined in Appendix A to Part 
241. This request was submitted in 
accordance with § 241.7(c)(3), which 
permits waiver of the requirements 
found in Part 241 that all dispatching of 
U.S. rail operations be conducted in the 
U.S. This territory was previously 
grandfathered in the exceptions to 
extraterritorial dispatching contained in 
FRA’s Interim Final Rule (see 66 FR 
63942, December 11, 2001). 

In this regard, the track segment 
identified in the Interim Final Rule 
remains the same as identified above. 
This segment consists of a single main 
track dispatched from a single desk at 
the EMRY’s Rail Traffic Control office in 
St. John, New Brunswick, Canada, 
under Canadian Rail Operating Rules 
(CROR), and the EMRY’s Timetable and 
Special Instructions. The trackage is 
non-signaled and operated under 
Occupancy Control System rules. All 
dispatching is conducted in English. All 
units of measure are the same as those 
used in the U.S. EMRY operates 
approximately 2 trains a day over this 
segment. The train dispatchers who 
perform the dispatching function for the 
EMRY are employed by the New 
Brunswick Southern Railway (NBSR) 
and are therefore covered under the 
NBSR’s company drug and alcohol 
policies and their dispatching office is 
under 24-hour security. The Department 
of Transportation of the Province of 
New Brunswick, Canada, is the 
regulatory authority which exercises 
safety jurisdiction over the New 
Brunswick Southern Railway, which 
provides dispatching services for the 
EMRY. 

Based on the foregoing, EMRY seeks 
a permanent waiver of compliance from 
49 CFR 241.7(c), United States 
Locational Requirements for 
Dispatching of United States Rail 
Operations, to allow the continuation of 
Canadian dispatching on that part of the 
Mattawamkeag Subdivision located in 
the United States, as described above. 

Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proceeding by 
submitting written views, data, or 
comments. FRA does not anticipate 
scheduling a public hearing in 
connection with the request for a waiver 
of certain regulatory provisions. If any 
interested party desires an opportunity 
for oral comment, he or she should 
notify FRA, in writing, before the end of 
the comment period and specify the 
basis for his or her request. All 
communications concerning these 
proceedings should identify the 
appropriate docket number (Docket 
Number FRA 2003–15011) and must be 
submitted to the DOT Docket 
Management Facility, Room PL–401 
(Plaza level) 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590. All documents 
in the public docket, including EMRY’s 
detailed waiver request, are also 
available for inspection and copying on 
the Internet at the docket facility’s Web 
site at http://dms.dot.gov. 
Communications received within 30 
days of the date of this notice will be 
considered by FRA before final action is 
taken. Comments received after that 
date will be considered as far as 
practicable. All written communications 
concerning this proceeding are available 
for examination during regular business 
hours (9 a.m.–5 p.m.) at the above 
facility. 

FRA wishes to inform all potential 
commenters that anyone is able to 
search the electronic form of all 
comments received into any of our 
dockets by the name of the individual 
submitting the comment (or signing the 
comment, if submitted on behalf of an 
association, business, labor union, etc.). 
You may review DOT’s complete 
Privacy Act Statement in the Federal 
Register published on April 11, 2000 
(Volume 65, Number 70; Pages 19477–
78) or you may visit http://dms.dot.gov.

Issued in Washington, DC on June 11, 
2003. 
Grady C. Cothen, Jr., 
Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety 
Standards and Program Development.
[FR Doc. 03–15395 Filed 6–17–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Railroad Administration 

Petition for Waiver of Compliance 

In accordance with part 211 of title 49 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 
notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Railroad Administration (FRA) received 
a request for a waiver of compliance 
with certain requirements of its safety 

standards. The individual petition is 
described below, including the party 
seeking relief, the regulatory provisions 
involved, the nature of the relief being 
requested, and the petitioner’s 
arguments in favour of relief. 

National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation 

[Docket Number FRA–2003–14444] 
The National Railroad Passenger 

Corporation (Amtrak) has petitioned for 
a permanent waiver of compliance for 
the Acela trainsets and HHP–8 Electric 
locomotives from certain dimensional 
requirements of the Railroad Passenger 
Equipment Safety Standards, 49 CFR 
238.429 and Safety Appliance 
Standards, 49 CFR 231.14. Amtrak 
requests this relief due to the unique 
carbody design of this new equipment 
and its structural frame that precludes 
installation of safety appliances 
compliant with the safety standards. 
Amtrak and the equipment’s 
manufacturer have made every effort to 
bring the safety appliance arrangement 
into compliance, but find it not possible 
for the following items: 

• Requirements of § 238.429(d)(4) & 
§ 231.14(c)(3)(ii)—‘‘The maximum and 
minimum distances from the top of the 
rail for vertical handrails and handholds 
shall be 51 inches * * *’’. 

Proposed alternate compliance—The 
current handholds are approximately 68 
inches from the top of the rail. The 
structural integrity of the carbody side 
sill would be compromised by strict 
adherence to this dimensional 
requirement. Amtrak proposes an 
alternate solution with the installation 
of additional horizontal handholds on 
either side of the cab door, 
approximately 53 to 54 inches from the 
top of the rail. These additional 
handholds will provide personnel the 
support necessary for a safe ingress to 
the powercar or locomotive cab area 
while eliminating the danger of 
weakening the side sill structure. 
Additionally, carbody clearance 
constraints and strict infrastructure 
clearance limits dictate that the 
horizontal handholds have a maximum 
clearance of 2.0 inches. 

• Requirements of § 238.429(d)(5)—
‘‘Vertical handrails and handholds shall 
continue to a point equal to the top edge 
of the control cab door.’’ 

Relief Requested—The powercar’s 
structural members are arranged such 
that they extend to a point several 
inches below the top of the control cab 
door to maximize the integrity of the 
upper framework. The vertical 
handholds are arranged to avoid 
interference with these structural 
members. Serious consideration was 
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given toward applying a horizontal 
handhold on the uppermost portion of 
the doorframe interior as an alternate 
compliance, but after further analysis 
Amtrak determined that this would pose 
a greater safety risk during the ingress 
and egress of personnel at this location. 
Therefore, permanent relief from the 
requirement that the vertical handhold 
continue to a point equal to the top edge 
of the control cab door is requested. 

• Requirements of § 238.429(e)(4) & 
231.14(b)(2)—‘‘The minimum clear 
depth of the sill step shall be 8 inches’’. 

Regarding the sill steps, to decrease 
the distance in the vertical rise 
measurement from the original 21 
inches it was necessary to raise the 
upper step. This revised design 
maintains the clear depth measurement 
at 7.5 inches. Amtrak believes that 
decreasing the vertical rise while 
maintaining the depth between the step 
and the carbody ensures a safer sill step 
area. 

• Requirements of § 238.429(e)(6) & 
§ 231.14(b)(4)—‘‘Sill steps shall not 
have a vertical rise between treads 
exceeding 18 inches’’. 

Proposed alternate compliance—The 
original sill step configuration had a 
vertical rise of 21 inches due to 
constraints with the design of the 
carbody’s side sill. This alternate design 
lowers this distance to approximately 20 
inches. However, further decrease of 
this dimension would result in a 
corresponding decrease of the 7.5-inch 
clear depth of the sill step. 

• Requirements of § 238.429(e)(10)—
‘‘50% of the tread surface area of each 
sill step shall be open space’’. 

Proposed alternate compliance—
Amtrak believes that the current 
serrated design for the lower step, with 
2.25-inch high foot guards on each side, 
combined with a non-skid surface 
material would provide a safer tread 
surface than a more traditional open 
space design. 

Interested parties are invited to 
participate in these proceedings by 
submitting written views, data, or 
comments. FRA does not anticipate 
scheduling a public hearing in 
connection with these proceedings since 
the facts do not appear to warrant a 
hearing. If any interested party desires 
an opportunity for oral comment, they 
should notify FRA, in writing, before 
the end of the comment period and 
specify the basis for their request. 

All communications concerning these 
proceedings should identify the 
appropriate docket number (Waiver 
Petition Docket Number FRA–2003–
14444) and must be submitted to the 
Docket Clerk, DOT Central Docket 
Management Facility, Room PL–401, 

Washington, DC, 20590–0001. 
Communications received within 45 
days of the date of this notice will be 
considered by FRA before final action is 
taken. Comments received after that 
date will be considered as far as 
practicable. All written communications 
concerning these proceedings are 
available for examination during regular 
business hours (9 a.m.—5 p.m.) at the 
above facility. All documents in the 
public docket are also available for 
inspection and copying on the Internet 
at the docket facility’s Web site at
http://dms.dot.gov. 

FRA wishes to inform all potential 
commenters that anyone is able to 
search the electronic form of all 
comments received into any of our 
dockets by the name of the individual 
submitting the comment (or signing the 
comment, if submitted on behalf of an 
association, business, labor union, etc.). 
You may review DOT’s complete 
Privacy Act Statement in the Federal 
Register published on April 11, 2000 
(Volume 65, Number 70; Pages 19477–
78) or you may visit http://dms.dot.gov.

Issued in Washington, DC on June 11, 
2003. 
Grady C. Cothen, Jr., 
Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety 
Standards and Program Development.
[FR Doc. 03–15392 Filed 6–17–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Railroad Administration 

Notice of Application for Approval of 
Discontinuance or Modification of a 
Railroad Signal System or Relief From 
the Requirements of Title 49 Code of 
Federal Regulations Part 236 

Pursuant to Title 49 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) part 235 and 49 
U.S.C. 20502(a), the following railroad 
has petitioned the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) seeking approval 
for the discontinuance or modification 
of the signal system or relief from the 
requirements of 49 CFR part 236 as 
detailed below. 

Docket No. FRA–2003–15301 
Applicant: Burlington Northern and 

Santa Fe Railway, Mr. William G. 
Peterson, Director Signal Engineering, 
4515 Kansas Avenue, Kansas City, 
Kansas 66106.
Burlington Northern and Santa Fe 

Railway (BNSF) seeks approval of the 
proposed modification of the traffic 
control system, on the two main tracks 
at Burlington, Iowa, milepost 205.48, on 
the Nebraska Division, Ottumwa 

Subdivision. The proposed changes 
consist of the conversion of the power-
operated switch to hand operation, 
equipped with an electric lock, and 
removal of the three associated absolute 
controlled signals on Main Track No. 2, 
and the discontinuance and removal of 
the back to back intermediate signals on 
Main Track No. 1. 

The reasons given for the proposed 
changes are that the switch at one time 
was used for passenger service to the 
depot, but now the track is used to tie 
up a switch engine once or twice a 
week, and due to the short blocks on 
Main Track No. 1. 

Any interested party desiring to 
protest the granting of an application 
shall set forth specifically the grounds 
upon which the protest is made, and 
include a concise statement of the 
interest of the party in the proceeding. 
Additionally, one copy of the protest 
shall be furnished to the applicant at the 
address listed above. 

All communications concerning this 
proceeding should be identified by the 
docket number and must be submitted 
to the Docket Clerk, DOT Central Docket 
Management Facility, Room PL–401 
(Plaza Level), 400 7th Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590–0001. 
Communications received within 45 
days of the date of this notice will be 
considered by the FRA before final 
action is taken. Comments received after 
that date will be considered as far as 
practicable. All written communications 
concerning these proceedings are 
available for examination during regular 
business hours (9 a.m.–5 p.m.) at the 
above facility. All documents in the 
public docket are also available for 
inspection and copying on the internet 
at the docket facility’s Web site at
http://dms.dot.gov. 

FRA wishes to inform all potential 
commenters that anyone is able to 
search the electronic form of all 
comments received into any of our 
dockets by the name of the individual 
submitting the comment (or signing the 
comment, if submitted on behalf of an 
association, business, labor union, etc.). 
You may review DOT’s complete 
Privacy Act Statement in the Federal 
Register published on April 11, 2000 
(Volume 65, Number 70; Pages 19477–
78) or you may visit http://dms.dot.gov. 

FRA expects to be able to determine 
these matters without an oral hearing. 
However, if a specific request for an oral 
hearing is accompanied by a showing 
that the party is unable to adequately 
present his or her position by written 
statements, an application may be set 
for public hearing.
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